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0 Theory of 



sentence structure 



As with discourse and paragraph in Vol. I, so here certain 
assumptions and postulates regarding sentence structure are 
prefaced to the summary and interpretative material which 
follows in this volume. 

(1) The grammatical sentence (G — sentence) is subject to certain 

phonological constraints (i.e. relates as follows to the phono- 
logical or P-sentence): (a) A G-sentence cannot be posited if 

it involves a pattern that regularly or obligatorily breaks 

into two P-sentences (i.e. has obligatory medial final juncture); 
but a G-sentence may be posited which optionally st uctures as 
one or two P— sentences (i.e. has optional medial final juncture), 
(b) A putative G-sentence with deleted (or nul) conjunction is 
considered to be one G-sentence if and only if it is also one 
P-sentence (i.e. is not interrupted by final juncture). 

(2) There is a finite number of sentence types in a given language 
with extensive recursive embedding of one type within another. 

(3) The sentence types of a language form a system with stateable 
parameters. Relator- Axis Sentences are extra-systemic. The 
Simple Sentence is extra-systemic in some languages but patterns 
as part of the system of sentences in other languages. 

(4) There is a basic distinction of nucleus and periphery within 
the sentence. Each sentence type has a unique nucleus. The 
periphery is common to all types. 

(5) The periphery divides into inner and outer periphery. The' 
outer periphery normally precedes or brackets both the inner 
periphery and the nucleus. The inner periphery may precede or 
follow the sentence nucleus with which it is normally contiguous. 

(6) The outer periphery includes such tagmemes as Sentence 
Con.j unction , Exclamation , Vocative , and Echo Question which are 
expounded by morphemes, words and phrases. Embedded sentences 
which expound tagmemes other than the Quotation of a Quota tioii 
Sentence do not contain an outer periphery. 

( 7 ) The inner periphery includes the Sentence Topic and the mar- 

gin tagmemes. The latter are (with the exception of Time, and 
Cause Margins ) expounded exclusively by Relator- Axis Sentence s . 
Margin tagmemes express such functions as: time, extent, circum- 

stances, concession, condition, cause, purpose, and result. The 
margins may form a system with parameters. 

(8) Nuclear sentence tagmemes are of two sorts: (a) Links and 

Markers (expounded by conjunctions and particles, or complexes 
of conjunctions and particles); and (b) Bases (expounded by 
clauses, embedded sentences, and phrases. Various sorts of 
Bases are distinguished. One sort of base of frequent occurrence 
is the Formula , i.e. a base of somewhat stereotyped form with 
heavy lexical restriction. Formulas are used in Quotation 
Sentences; in S entences of Inference , Comparison , Benefit , 
the like; and in Alternation Sentences in some languages. 



and 
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(9) Contrasting sets of conjunctions (including unit sets and 
the nul set) distinguish various Link and Marker tagmemes and 
as such constitute important criteria for distinguishing the 
nuclei of distinct sentence types. 

(10) While the morphemes and syntagmemes that expound nuclear 
Link or Marker and Base tagmemes form one sort of criteria for 
distinguishing sentence types, further criteria are the permuta- 
tions, deletions, and transformations that operate on the 
exponents of nuclear tagmemes. 

(11) Certain sentence nuclei involve relations assumed to be 
primitives on the sentence level, i.e. Simple , Coordination , 
Antithesis , Alternation , and Quotation . 

(12) Other sentence nuclei are derived in various ways: (a) by 

incorporating the exponents of two or more consecutive tagmemes 
in a paragraph structure into a sentence nucleus; (b) by adding 
a further Marker which cross-references to a sentence margin and 
thus brings the Relator-Axis Sentence which expounds the latter 
into che nucleus; (c) by creating a nucleus consisting of two 
normally dependent constructions, (i.e. Relator-Axis Sentences , 
gerundatives , or clauses with dependent tense); (d) by deleting 
the Relator from a Relator-Axis Sentence (which expounds a 
margin) and thus creating a new juxtaposed Base which joins 

the sentence nucleus; (e) by partially merging two Bases that 
are separated by nul or weak conjunction; and (f) by specializ- 
ing and expanding a clause structure to become a sentence nucleus. 

(13) Whether primitive or derived the systemic sentence nuclei 

divide according to (a) those characterized by some sort of 
conjoining, and (b) those with a Formula tagmeme or sentence- 
level equation. The primitive nuclei among the former are 
Coordinate , Antithetical , and A1 ternation Sentences (when the 
latter has no Formula ) . The primitive sentences among the 
latter are: Direct Quotation , and any sort of non-speech 

Indirect Quotation or other non-derived sentence types with 
Formulas . Equational Sentences are derived. The Simple Sentence 
is a further primitive on the sentence level. 

(14) The logical relations expressed within the sentence partial- 
ly overlap with certain relations holding between parts of conti- 
guous G-sentences (these parts often form L-sentences) ; with 
certain relations expressed on the clause-level, and with certain 
relations expressed on the paragraph level. There is no simple 
mapping of logical relations into grammatical relations at any 
hierarchical level. 



In that points (1) and (14) are not otherwise discussed in 
this volume, I expound on them briefly here. Common to these 
two points is a consideration of three sorts of sentences: the 

Phonologica l Sentence, the Grammatical Sentence, and the Lexi cal 
sentence . while the grammatical sentence is our preoccupation 
Tn this volume, it can not be wholly understood out of context 
with the other two sorts of sentences. 
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0.1 Phonological and grammatical sentences 

It is assumed here that phonological as well as grammatical 
hierarchy exists. Such a unit as a phonological sentence may be 
posited in any language* It has a characteristic sen tence - final 
juncture and other unifying features as well (e*g* intonation 
contour) • This phonological unit is not necessarily in one-to- 
one correspondence with the grammatical sentence* Nevertheless, 
the latter is not posited without consideration of the former. 
Point (1) above, which summarizes the relationship of the 
phonological to the grammatical sentence, is stated more fully 
by Lawrence Reid as follows (although his rules are framed 
primarily for Bontoc they appear to be of general relevance); 

"In first attempts at analysis of Grammatical 
Sentences, considerable confusion was caused through 
undue reliance on phonological criteria for establish- 
ing Grammatical Sentence boundaries. In transcribing 
texts phonological criteria are normally followed in 
deciding when to place a comma or a period. In fact 
a comma is the normal grapheme for a nonfinal sentence 
intonation, and period is the normal grapheme for 
final sentence intonation. However, in many instances 
logical relations which are lexically marked, such as 
Alternation, Antithesis and Coordination, and which 
are considered to be indicative of Grammatical Sentence 
types occur across Phonological Sentence boundaries. 

There is evidently no one-to-one correspondence between 
Phonological and Grammatical Sentences. A series of 
hypotheses have therefore been formed to enable con- 
sistent decisions to be made in determining Grammatical 
Sentence boundaries. 

"These rules, then, govern the mapping of Phonological 
on to Grammatical Sentences in Bontoc. 

"1. Two Clauses whether phonologically bound or not, 
form all or part of one Grammatical Sentence if there is 
a link (e.g. a conjunction) present functioning on the 
Sentence level. 

"2. Two Clauses phonologically bound, form all or part 
of one Grammatical Sentence where no such link is present 
but one can be plausibly supplied. 

"3. Two Clauses not phonologically bound (i.e. separated 
by final sentence intonation) , form all or part of two 
Grammatical Sentences where no link is present, even 
though a link may be plausibly supplied. 

"4. Two Clauses whether, phonologically bound or not, 
form all or part of two Grammatical Sentences where a 
link is present whose function is to link structures 
higher than the Sentence level. 
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"5. 
not , 



Two Clauses whether phonologically bound or 
form all or part of two Grammatical Sentences 
when there is no link present and none can be 
plausibly supplied. 



"These rules may be 

1. A,/. link B = 1GS «- 

2. A, (link) 

3. A. (link) 

4. A,/, link 

5. A,/.B a 



B 

B 

B 

B 



= 1GS 
= 1GS 
= 2GS 
= 2GS 
= 2GS 



formalized 
1/2 PS 

1 PS 

2 PS 
1/2 PS 
1/2 PS 



as follows: 



"Key 



A B 
link 



- consecutive Clauses 

“ Sentence level link (conjunction or 
lexical tie) 

link = higher than Sentence level link 
(conjunction or lexical tie) 

(link) = supplied link 

» — nonfinal phonological junction 

• = final phonological junction 

/ = or 



0.2 



GS 


= G r amm a t i c a 1 


Sentence 


PS 


- Phonological 


Sentence 


+■ 


= maps onto" 




Gramm 


atical sentence 


and lexic 



While the grammatical sentence is particularly subject to 
phonological constraints, the lexical sentence is particularly 
subject to grammatical constraints. Thus, if we concern our- 
selves with the mapping of lexical sentences onto grammatical 
sentences and then of grammatical sentences onto phonological 
sentences we probably proceed more surely. 



In Vol. I, Part 3, Sec. 2.2.21 and 2.3 attention is given 
to the relations of grammatical and phonological sentences 
within PROCEDURAL NARRATIVE DISCOURSE . The correlation of the 
sorts of sentences in other discourse genre, (noticeably 
_ LAN AT 0 RY and HORTATORY ) has not been attempted as yet. My 
coauthor of that part of Vol. I, Miss Myra Lou Barnard, posits 
seven types of lexical sentences, each of which she carefully, 
maps onto grammatical structures. One such lexical sentence 
(Type I) involves paraphrase or amplification . This lexical 
category constitutes a lexical sentence which may encode gram- 
matically as (a) all or part of one grammatical sentence and 
the Time Margin of the next grammatical sentence; (b) as a 
Paraphrase Sentence ; (c) as a sequence of two grammatical sen- 
tences which expound TEXT and EXPO on the paragraph level. 
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Consider also another lexical sentence (Type V) which indicates 
simultaneity . In Dibabawon two simultaneous actions may encode 
grammatically (a) as the Bases of a Coordinate , Juxtaposed, or 
Merged Sentence ; (b) as Base plus Time Margin ; (c) as Indirect 

Quotation Formula followed by Indirect Quotation ( I s_aw that^ 
he” was coming 1 ); (d) as two simple sentences in sequence within 
a paragraph— where Myra Lou Barnard says that they expound 
TEXT and EXPO. In some languages simultaneous events may 
encode as a specific Simultaneous Sen ten ce (cf. Inibaloi and 
Agta). Consider finally, her lexical category of delineation, 
(lexical sentence Type VI). Here a second element describes 
or qualifies a first element. Such a lexical sentence may 
grammatically encode as (a) a Base and a Conditional Margin ; 

(b) two grammatical sentences which expound TEXT-EXPO on the 
paragraph level; (c) a noun phrase with a descriptive modifier. 

In brief, such lexical or logico-linguis tic categories as 

characterize contrast- 
riety of grammatical 
a) certain sequences 

of sentences which expound given paragraph level tagmemes; 

(b) certain nuclear sentence structures; (c) certain sequences 
of Base and Margin within a given sentence type; (d) sequences 
of a Base within one sentence and a • Time Margin within the 
foil o wiiTg sentence; (e) certain phrase structures. The variety 
of encoding is such that a consistent view of grammar and 
lexicon may be obtained only by insisting on a relative autonomy 
of the two. It is equally certain, however, that an adequate 
view of language must conflate not only grammatical and lexica 
structures but phonological structures as well. 



paraphrase, simu ltaneity , and delineation 
ing lexical sentences tnat encode in a va 
structures of which we have indicated: ( 
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1 Nucleus and periphery 



The division into periphery versus nucleus enables us to 
describe the former once and for all before beginning the 
description of any particular sentence type with its unique 
nucleus. The periphery is then assumed to occur with any 
sentence type subject only to general and stateable constraints. 

Thus, such ’outer* peripheral tagmemes as Exclamation and 
Vocative may occur with any sentence type in English . * 

Phooey , Mary , I’m going . ( Simple ) 

Phooey , Mary , I *m going downtown and Jim can 
cook his own supper jj ( Coordinate ) 

Phooey , Mary , he deserved better treatment , 
but that’s how he fared . ( An t i th e t i c a 1 ) 

Phooey , Mary , if he comes , then count me out . 

( Conditional ) 

Likewise, tagmemes of the ’inner* periphery may also occur 
indifferently in any sentence type. In the following English 
examples a Purpose Margin tagmeme occurs in four contrasting 
sentence types : 2 

(1) Iii order to save water he would have gone without 

bathing entirely if she had been content with a. 
sponge bath . ( Contrary- to-Fact Condition ) 

(2) ^n order to save water we * 11 either have to 

take sponge b aths or s top b a thing entirely . ( Alternation ) 

( 3 ) In o r d e r to s ave water ^ told them , 11 Ei ther 
take sponge b aths or stop b athing entirely ” • 

( Direct Quotation ) 

(4) rn order to save water you’ll be willing to 
take sponge baths , won ’ t you ? ( Echo Question ) 11 

On the other hand, contrastive sentence margins (of the inner 
periphery) may occur on the same sentence nucleus: 

(1) When water is scarce some take sponge baths 
but others stop bathing entirely . ( Preposed Time 
Margin) 

(2) rn that water is scarce some take sponge b aths 
but others have stopped bathing entirely . ( Preposed 
Circumstantial Margin ) 

(3) Because water is scarce s ome take sponge baths 
but others have stopped bathing entirely . ( Preposed 
Causal Margin ) 

J-Cf. Longacre, "The Notion of Sentence", Georgetown Monograph 20 
(1967) , p. 20. 

2"The Notion of Sentence", p. 22. 
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(4) I 'A order to s ave water s ome t ake sponge b aths 
but others h ave s topped bathing entirely . ( Purpose 
Margin ) 

(5) Although water i^s now plentiful , some take 
sponge baths but others have stopped bathing 
entirely . ( Preposed Concessive Margin ) 

Inner Periphery tagmemes, except the Sentence Topic are 
characteristically expounded by strings that consist of a 
Relator morpheme or morpheme complex and an Axis — —which is the 
balance of the string. The Axis may be structurally: (a) a 
single clause; (b) a clause plus elements identifiable as 
belonging to the sentence periphery and (c) a pattern character- 
istic of a sentence nucleus plus or minus elements of the sen - 
tence periphery. 

Where the Axis has the structure indicated in (c) we have 
examples like the English: I don* t want to marry her because 

she is rich but I_*m poor where because subordinates not merely 
one cTause but a whole English Antithetical Sentence . Again, 

A1 though he p i te ous ly b egged , ft D o n 1 1 kill me , please * , they 
remorselessly b u t c h e re d h im shows a Direct Quotation Sentence 
subordinated by means of although . In these examples we see 
that the Cause Margin and Concessive Margin are expounded by 
Relator-Axis Senten ces whose Relators are expounded by b ecause 
and although and whose Axes are expounded by the balance of the 
subordinate string. A Relator- Axis Sentence as such is no 
more of an anomaly on the sentence level than a prepositional 
phrase (or relator-axis phrase) is on the phrase level. The 
axis of a relator— axis phrase is a slot filled by other phrase 
types. Similarly, the Axis of a Relator- Axis Sentence is a 
slot filled by other sentence types. 



When the Axis has the structure indicated 
have examples like the following: JL don 1 1 w 

because although she 1 s ri ch 1 1 m poor . Here 
which consists of a clause I [ m poor accompan 
Margin expounded by although she 1 s r ich . We 
the clause I * m poor constitutes the nucleus 
which the Concessive Margin depends on. The 
string althou gh she * s rich , I f m poor is the 
sentence — in this case a S imp le Sen tence - -b e 
which contains a sentence margin tagmeme. 



in (b) above, we 
ant to marry her 
the Axis is a string 
ied by a Concessive 
conclude, therefore, 
of the sentence 
whole subordinated 
refore a subordinated 
cause it is a string 



When the Axis has the structure indicated in (a) above, we 
have such English examples as the above battery of examples 
which include When water is ^carce . . . , In that water is scarce . • « , 
Because water is s carce . • . and others * No feature in these 
subordinate strings compels us to consider them to be sentence 
structures; we can therefore, if we choose, consider them to be 
clause structures, specifically Relator Axis Clauses. However, 
since a S imp le Sentence has but one obligatory nuclear tagmeme. 
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the Sentence Base . and many optional peripheral tagmemes it 
is equally correct to refer to these subordinated strings as 
Relator-Axis Sentences . One advantage in calling them the 
latter is that we can refer uniformly to the exponents of 
the sentence margin tagmemes as " Relator-Axis Sentences 11 
rather than the longer "Relator-Axis Clauses and Relator-Axis 
Sentences " . We adopt the briefer way of speaking in this 
volume and refer regularly to the exponents of sentence mar- 
gins as " Relator- Axis Sentences ". The one exception to this 
is an occasional instance of exponence wherein there is a 
structure that clearly is on the clause level and consequently 
may not be considered to be a Simp le Sentence . Thus, in 
Ilianen Manobo it is clearly necessary to distinguish certain 
Relator-Axis Clauses from Relator-Axis Sentences . There is a 
Relator-Axis Clause that is one of the exponents of Time 
Margin . The Relator of this Relator-Axis Clause is wey ’when’ 
which (a) attracts the enclitic pronoun here but does not so 
attract the pronoun in other functions (e.g. as a coordinating 
conjunction on the sentence level); (b) no feature of the 
sentence periphery or nucleus ever occurs in the construction. 
Similarly, Concessive Relator-Axis Sentences in Ilianen Manobo 
may be distinguished from Concessive Relator-Axis Clauses in 
that minsan and apey ’although* as Sentence level Relators do 
not attract the pronoun, while as clause-level Relators they 
do. Furthermore, no feature of the sentence periphery or 
nucleus occurs in such clause-level constructions. While the 
criterion (a) is not applicable in all Philippine languages for 
distinguishing subordinate clauses from subordinate sentences, 
in Ilianen Manobo the conjunction of criterion (a) with (b) is 
sufficient to establish this distinction. 



Aside, however, from such formally marked structural distinc- 
tions whether we regard such a construction as ’when John came 
home* as a Relator-Axis Clause or a Relator-Axis Sentence is 
entirely a matter of descriptive convenience. A minimal 
Simple Sentence is at once a clause, just as a minimal clause may 
in some languages consist of a single phrase or a minimal phrase 
of a single word. The theory of hierarchy not only tolerates 
such structural ambiguity but finds in it one of the fundamental 
ways (pormanteau exponences) in which adjoining structural 
levels mesh in the system of a language. 
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(1) Nagtabang siya ha kabaw , ( Rel : ) sabab ( Axis : SlmS with 

helped he carabao because 

Cond » M) bang bukun a mu * siguru mapatay na in kab aw . 

if not monkey surely die already carabao. 

'He helped the carabao, because if it were not for the monkey 
surely the carabao would have died.' 

(2) Bang ha taas bud di * aku tuud makaindan magpanaw . 

if at top mountain not I very recognize to-walk 

( Re 1 1 ) bat ( Axis i SimS with Cone . M) minsan manaw pa 
because even-though walk to 

bud agun na mapiul in tuhud ku. 
mountain almost broken knee my 

'When at the top of the mountain I could hardly recognize the 
way to walk, because even when walking to the mountain I almost 
broke my knee • ' 

(3) t¥a, ( Rel :) bang ( Axis : SeqS ) kabakan na in yan amp a mu 

now if find already that and then 

hibugi t in kaibanan , ( Nuc ) balik-balik na ki ta isab 

you will-throw others again-again we also 

maglawag . 
will-look 

'Now, if, we will find that already and then you will throw 
away others, we will just have to look again and again.' 

( 4 ) Laung sin kuting , (Rel:) " bang ( Axis : CorS ) awn kadungugan 

said cat if there-is heard 

sakayan iban makakita* tau iban manuk-manuk , ( Nuc ) di * kaw umusig . 
canoe and able-to-see men and birds not you bark 

'The cat said, "If (we) hear a canoe and see people and birds, 
you will not bark."' 

(5) ( Re 1 : ) minsan ( Axis : CorS) siva nabalu iban nasakit t (Nuc) 

even-though she widow and sick 

awn al ta ' sin ban a niy a kiyabin kaniya . 

there-are goods of husband her left to-her 

'Even though she is. a widow and sick, she has goods of her hus- 
band left to her.' 
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( 6 ) 



( Rel i ) Samp ay 
until 



( Axis ; CorS ) sadj a n asubul hi utu ' 

just young-man Utu 



ini 

this 



iban 

and 



nabudj ang hi inda* , 
young-lady Inda f 



(Nuc) 



did tu na kami ha bay 
there we at house 



sin apu * 

of grandfather 



namu* • 
ours 



'Just until Utu' was a young man and Inda' was a young lady, 
were we there at the house of our grandfather.' 

1.1 Outer versus inner periphery 

The case for division into an 'outer' and 'inner' periphery 
in Philippine languages is best stated by Richard Elkins for 
Western Bukidnon Manobo: 



"The sentence periphery is further subdivided 
into an outer periphery followed by an inner peri- 
phery. This distinction is based on the fact that 
the sentence nucleus with the inner periphery may 
be nested as a sentence Base within the nucleus of 
another sentence type. The outer periphery is 
never included in a nesting structure except as 
quoted speech in a Direct Quotation Sentence. " 



The outer 
Conjunction . 
Exclamation , 
tagmemes the 
clause level 



periphery tagmemes in Western Bukidnon Manobo are 
Flow Marker (a further sort of conjunctive slot) , 
Vocative . Paragraph or Discourse Topic . 3 Of these 
Vocative permutes freely to any sentence level or 
tagmeme juncture except between a Predicate and 



certain immediately following elements. 

Janice Walton similarly divides into an outer and 
inner periphery in Itneg: 

"Outer periphery and inner periphery items differ 
in function, internal structure, and distribution. 
Outer peripheral items are words which can be inter- 
jected at any point in the sentence even mid clause. 
Inner peripheral items are phrases, or words, or 
Relator-Axis Sentences which permute as units 
within the sentence. They permute within the bounds 
of certain restrictions. These inner periphery items 
are sometimes drawn into sentence nuclei as Base 
of a sentence type. Inner periphery items function 
as the ground in linkage within the paragraph. •• This 
outer periphery influences the sentence only by 



3fhis is a sentence- level tagmeme which encodes the topic of 
the paragraph or discourse. 
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"It is probable that peripheral tagmemes can be 
divided into inner and outer periphery, depending on 
restriction of occurrence on embedded structures. 
Thus , Sentence Introducer , and Sentence Con j unc t ion 
certainly do not occur on auy embedded sentence. 
However, at this stage of analysis insufficient is 
known of the restrictions inherent in otb.ei peri - 
pheral tagmemes to feel justified in setting up a 
distinction between inner and outer periphery." 



Jannette Forster also posits a similar division in Dibabawon 
Manobo but terms what Elkins and Walton call the outer periphery, 
the 'direct address periphery'. She defines direct address: 

"Direct address comprises oral or written com- 
munication directed by the speaker or writer to a 
known audience with which he has some situational 
contact. Dialogue is the most common form of direct 
address, but stories related to a seen audience (or 
written to an imagined audience), as well as letters, 
and reports that are written at the request of the 
one receiving the report, have certain features that 
distinquish them as direct address." 

The 'direct address periphery' includes Attention , Exclamation , 
Affirmation , Vocative , Reported Speech , and Question. 



4 0uter peripheral tagmemes in Itneg are: Exclamation , Vocative , 

Affirmative, Hes itation (a sort of space filler). Connector, and 
Attention. In Janice Walton's examples there occur instances 
of Exclamation , Vocative and Hesitation occurring in other than 
the linear order (from sentence initial) just given. Presumably, 
Affirmation ( owen 'yes') can also interlard at various points ^ 
within the sentence nucleus. Exponents of Connector , (ke t and , 
di kad 'and', and ngem 'but') when occurring in sentence medial 
probably expound Markers in the sentence types or intervene as 
ligature between margin and nucleus. It is doubtful, therefore, 
if the Connector tagmemes "can be interjected at any point within 
the sentence". Nevertheless, other criteria for the outer peri- 
phery seem applicable to the whole set of tagmemes, e.g. typical 
occurrence in a block near sentence initial (even though most of 
them can permute elsewhere) • 
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It seems probable that the distinction of outer and inner 
periphery may be of universal relevance in Philippine languages. 
In fact a division very similar to this is made in all the 
data papers that underlie this study. All without exception 
posit a set of margin tagmemes all of which may be manifested 
by Relator-Axis Sentences and many of which are exploited in para 
graph linkage. Certain of them also are absorbed into the 
sentence nuclei of derived sentence types. The distinction 
between sentence margins (as part of the overall periphery) 
and the other peripheral tagmemes corresponds rather closely 
to that between the inner and outer periphery. The main points 
of uncertainty are: (1) the Sentence Topic tagmeme which 

patterns possibly with the inner periphery in some languages 
but with the outer periphery in others; (2) the function of 
certain ligature-like tagmemes that occur within the block of 
sentence margin tagmemes and seem to relate the margin to the 
nucleus • 



In the inner periphery of the Western Bukidnon Manobo sentence 
Richard Elkins posits the Sentence Topic and five Margin tagmemes 
( Temporal . Conditional . Concessive . Purpose . and Cause ) . For 
I tneg , Janice Walton also includes in the inner periphery the 
Sentence Topic (which she entitles the Sentence Topic Margin ) 
as well as the other tagmemes which are more regularly 



referred to as 
Hortatory . and 

tagmemes constituting 



"margins" : 
Concessive • 



Time, Cause, Conditional 



of 



, Purpose . 

In both these languages the group 
the inner periphery are (1) clustered 
together preceding and following the nucleus; and (2) consist 
of Sentence Topic plus Margins --all of which have important 
functions in intra-paragraph linkage. 



In most languages on which this study is based the Sentence 
Topic occurs in the vicinity of the margin tagmemes. Indeed, 
in a few cases the Sentence Topic occurs in a linear order 
bracketed by sentence margin tagmemes. Thus, in Bontoc, Lawrence 
Reid locates the Sentence Topic after Concessive and Temporal 
Margins but before the Circumstantial and Condi tional Margins . 

In Botolan Sambal, Harriet Minot locates the Sentence Topic just 
before the sentence nucleus where it follows the Causative , 
Concessive , Condi tional , and Temporal Margins . Similarly, in 
Ata Manobo the Sentence Topic precedes the Nucleus and follows 
a string of sentence margin tagmemes. More typically, however* 
the Sentence Topic occurs after a string of tagmemes such as 
Connector , Exclamation . and Vocative , and immediately precedes 
the sentence margin tagmemes. This is the situation not only 
in Western Bukidnon Manobo and Itneg but also in Inibaloi, 

Agta, Atta Negrito, Balangao , Koronadal bilaan, Binukid, Kalagan, 
Kalinga, Ilianan Manobo, Mansaka, Tagabili, Aborlan Tagbanwa, 
and Tausug. 
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In a few languages, however, the Sentence T op i c has been 
located in a linear position bracketed by tagmemes that are 
typically those found in the outer periphery* Thus, in Batak, 
Rosemary Rodda locates the Sentence, Topic^ after Progression 
(a slot filled with the conjunction _ta ’then*). Attention, 
and Exclamation * and preceding Vocative, and Response * Rodda 
assigns all these tagmemes to "Periphery i" and the sentence 
margins to "Periphery/' . For Sangir, Kenneth Maryott locates 
the Sentence Topic between the Vocative and a tagmeme he calls 
Commiseration (e*g* pirua 'poor thing* or kasiang. what a pity '» 
all these tagmemes precede the sentence margins* Probably the 
most irregular linear ordering is that posited for Siocon 
Subanon by William Hall: Introduction , Time Margini, Time 

Margin?, Exclamation , Sentence Top i c , then a block of margins 
followed by the Vocative , nucleus, and four more margins* Less 
irregular is the order posited by Edward Ruch for Kalamian 
Tagbanwa , where the Sentence Topic follows a sentence-initial 
block of tagmemes ( Response , Orien ter , Exclam ation , Attention) 
but is separated from the prenuclear sentence margins by Echo 
Question! (indi 'isn't it?'), while Echo Question ? (aa O.K? ) 
follows the nucleus and precedes three post-nuclear sentence 
margins. Here the Echo Questions are the intrusive elements 
that occur within the block which consists of Sente nce T op i c and 
sentence margins* 

Indeed, the formal and functional distinction of the sentence 
margins is such that they undoubtedly constitute a special group- 
ing even if irregularities of linear ordering make it a bit 

awkward to speak of an 'outer' versus an inner periphery* 
Furthermore, the Sentence Topic in many ways resembles the 
margin tagmemes and in most languages forms with them a continuous 
linear block. As will be seen below, however, the sentence 
margins in some languages form a self-contained system in refer- 
ence to which the S entence Topic is extrasys temic (although in 
a few languages this tagmeme patterns as a part of such a system). 

1.2 The outer periphery 

I have already indicated somewhat the nature of the tagmemes 
that constitute the outer periphery. It remains to indicate 
more fully their range and variety. Outer periphery tagmemes 
variously labelled in the data papers that underlie this 
study. The variety of labelling does not necessarily reflect 
structural distinctions. Thus, while a general conjunction 
tagmeme may be variously labelled ( Sentence ) Conju nction, (Sen— 
tence) Int roducer , or Orientation , nevertheless its function is 
to bind the sentence into the flow of the paragraph and discourse 
In some of the analyses, however, several contrasting Conjunction 
tagmemes with specialized functions are posited; here distinct 
labelling is structurally significant. 
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1.2.1 Initial Con j unction tagmemes 

Especially frequent is a division into two Conjunc - 
tion tagmemes. Thus, in Western Bukidnon Manobo, Conjunction 
is distinguished from Flow-Marker . The former is expounded by 
ne 'general conjunction' ; asal and iyan , both meaning 'but' ; 
su 'because'; and umba 'therefore'. The function of this 
tagmeme is "to loosely tie a sentence to the previous sentence 
or paragraph." The Flow-Marker tagmeme is expounded by fossil- 
ized clauses or clause fragments, i.e., hengkey re is 'so then' 
or 'so then what' (in NARRATIVE DISCOURSE ) ; ikezuwa zin daan , 
'secondly' (in EXPLANATORY or HORTATORY DISCOURSE ) ; and iyan is 
'proposal' (most frequently in DIALOGUE PARAGRAPHS), The Flow - 
Marker tagmeme ties a sentence more specifically into its 
context than does the Con j unction tagmeme. 

For Agta, Roy Mayfield distinguishes a sentence-initial 
Introducer from Sequence . The former is expounded only by a,-* 
and the latter only by sangaw 'then'. The functional contrast 
between these two Agta tagmemes seems not dissimilar from that 
just described for Western Bukidnon Manobo. 

Gordon Svelmoe posits for Mansaka two sentence-initial tag- 
memes: Orientation and Intensif ier . The former is a general 

Conj unction tagmeme with exponents meaning such things as 
'link', 'then', ' that-is-why ' , 'however', and 'for example'. 

The latter is filled by particle complexes that mean such things 
as 'even so' and 'sure enough', 

Stewart Hussey for Aborlan Tagbanwa posits initial Conj unction 
and Implication tagmemes with the latter expounded by elements 
meaning * surely ' , 'perhaps', and 'surprisingly'. 

Edward Ruch posits for Kalamian Tagbanwa initial Resumption 
and Sentence Orien ter tagmemes. The former is highly specific 
in function: "The Re sump tion tagmeme is expounded by taa and 

indicates the resumption of the speaker's thought following a 
pause." It appears to me on inspection of Ruch's data that taa 
does not necessarily follow a pause but may simply redirect at- 
tention back to something already mentioned earlier. Sentence 
Orienter tagmeme is expounded by six items all meaning roughly 
'then' (five are phonologically related: simanyan , timany an 

s inumany an , t inumanyan , numany an ) and the Spanish loan dispuis 
'besides', 'what's more'. Here, as elsewhere, Ruch is sensi- 
tive to paragraph-level distribution of these elements. Thus, 
in exemplifying the function of these two tagmemes he gives 
portions of Kalamian Tagbanwa paragraphs to substantiate his 
statement that dispuis functions "as a link between STEPS in 

5 May field also includes exclamations as exponents of this same 
tagmeme--even though exclamations, unlike _a 'and' cannot co- 
occur with exponents of Sequence , (cf 1.2.2). 








